Forest and Fisheries Certification in the UK
Of the three cases of forest and fisheries certification examined in this study, the UK's has been the most successful. Not only are all public forest lands in the UK now certified, but so too is a significant portion of private forest land. Moreover, this certification success has been achieved via a compromise between environmental, economic and social interests that has forestalled the emergence of an FSC competitor scheme. Thus, while there is a PEFC-UK initiative, it has been unable to generate much support in the UK, where brand recognition for the FSC's 'tick-tree' logo is widespread. Likewise, local fishers embraced the MSC model early, and have continued to support it. Retail chains especially indicated their support for 'eco labelled' fish products early, recognising the interests and concerns of highly informed consumers.
With respect to the MSC, ecolabelling and certification of fisheries, and more importantly fisheries products, has greater presence in the UK than in either Australia or Canada. Thus UK fisheries were 'early adopters of the MSC approach', with the Thames Herring fishery being one of three certification test cases 'conducted and supervised by the MSC in 1999-2000 -the others being the Western Australian Rock Lobster and the Alaska Salmon fisheries ' (May et al. 2003, 23) . In addition to the Thames Herring fishery, the Bury Inlet Cockle fishery and Southwest Handline Mackerel fishery received certification in 2001. While these fisheries were small in scale, the early adoption of the MSC standard provides interesting insights into the dynamics of fisheries certification processes.
The FSC-UK story is even more interesting with the government emerging as a strong supporter of an environmentally and socially acceptable forest standard. This support appeared in the late 1980s when the UK's international development arm, the Overseas Development Administration, backed a proposal for a feasibility study at the ITTO. Implicit support for certification and labelling also developed within DEFRA. And, although initially F. Gale et al., Global Commodity Governancevigorously opposed to third-party certification, the UK Forestry Commission eventually endorsed it in the late 1990s and played a crucial role in brokering an industry-environment compromise. The shift to a 'multipurpose' forestry paradigm in the 1980s that we charted in Chapter 4 created the discursive context for the Forestry Commission to reprioritise its forestry agenda. This shift, together with the extreme dependence of the UK on timber imports from overseas, forced the commission to rethink its oppositional stance to FSC-style third-party certification.
As in our other two chapters, we commence with an account of the development of forest certification in the UK, focusing on the actors involved and its emergence, development and growth. Following an account of the role played by the UK's forest policy network in the emergence of the UKWAS, we turn our attention to fisheries certification and chart the emergence, development and growth of the MSC in the UK. The chapter concludes with a comparison of the UK's response to FSC and MSC certification and also highlights some of the main distinctions between this case and the Australian and Canadian case studies.
Forestry certification in the UK

UK forest politics
As outlined in Chapter 4, the general context of twentieth century forest politics in the UK was shaped by the dominance of the Forestry Commission and its 'home defence' argument that justified a policy of aggressive afforestation and reforestation on public and private lands. In prosecuting this policy, the commission both shaped and was shaped by an expanding forest policy network that came to depend on government for financial, technical and political support. The Forestry Commission defended the taxation arrangements for Britain's foresters, arguing that it was essential that the private sector had a financial incentive to grow trees. Similarly, the Woodland Grants Scheme was justified because it gave cash grants to landowners who dedicated a portion of their estates to wood production. But the Forestry Commission not only defended the interests of the broader forest industry in Westminster and Whitehall, it also provided a range of technical assistance measures to support tree growing. These included advice on species, location, spacing, fertilising and chemical use and, later on, on landscaping practices to reduce the visual impact of exotic monocultures. In summary, the Forestry Commission stood at the centre of a fractious forest policy network that sought to have its interests met through accommodative public policy.
For much of the twentieth century, and despite severe criticism from conservation, recreation and amenity interests, the UK forest policy network was able to secure its interests. Change began to occur in the 1960s, however,
